


WPR Index: August/September, 1970—June/July, 1971 


The following articles appeared in 
War/Peace Report from August/Sep- 
tember, 1970, to June/July, 1971. (Back 
copies of the magazine are available, 
60 cents each.) 


AUGUST /SEPTEMBER-—Korea: Can 
Cold War Ground Thaw?, by Gregory 
Henderson; Meanwhile, Back in the 
Disarmament Committee, by Donald F. 
Keys; When World Youth Took Over 
the U.N., by Christine Donovan and 
Catherine Ursillo; The Scenario for the 
Beginning of the Final Crisis, editorial; 
Peace, Too, Needs Scientific Research 
by John Mathews; A New Way to Raise 
Money for Scientific Peace Research, by 
W. C. Morgan; Will Russia and China 
Go to War?, a review essay by Glen 
D. Camp, Jr. 


OCTOBER—“A Coalition Government 
Might Work,” an interview with Vu 
Van Thai; FUNK: A New Piece in the 
Indochina Jigsaw, by Michael Morrow; 
The Why of War, by Ruth Jacobs; On 
“Imposing” Peace in the Middle East 
and Southeast Asia, editorial; The Mid- 
dle East: Old Myths and New Realities, 
by Sen. J. William Fulbright. 


NOVEMBER—Nuremberg and _ Viet- 
nam: Who Is Responsible for War 
Crimes?, by Telford Taylor; A Tale of 
False Expectations, a review essay by Roy 
Bennett; Nixon, the Viet Cong and the 
“Third Force,” editorial; Divide Pale- 
stine, Or Continue War, a conversation 
with Paul Jacobs; “Doing” the United 
Nations, by Richard Hudson. 


DECEMBER—Who Is Making USS. 
Foreign Policy: The “New” or the 
“Old” Nixon?, by James Deakin; A 
Plan for Middle East Peace, by Lord 
Caradon; Peking and Universality in 
the U.N., editorial; Ireland: An Island 
Ripe for Reconciliation, by Donald 
Grant; Why Not World Government?, 
by Mark Van Doren; Five Centuries of 
Angry Artists, a review essay by Dana 
Collins Atkinson. 


JANUARY—What Should Kids Be 
Taught About Peace and War?, a sym- 
posium with James Becker, Robert Free- 
man, William Nesbitt, Betty Reardon 
and John Niemeyer; U.N. Takes Action 
to Protect the Sea, “The Last Frontier,” 
by Clark Eichelberger; SALT Must 
Stop the Technological Race Toward 
Disaster, a guest editorial by Bernard 
T. Feld; Micronesia’s Dilemma: U.S. 
Strategy vs. Self-Determination, by Stan- 
ley de Smith; Will Lin Piao Succeed 
Mao Tse-tung?, a review essay by O. 
Edmund Clubb; Vietnamese Tell Their 
Own Stories, a review essay by Don 
Luce. 

FEBRUARY—Peace is 


Just, Maybe, 


JUNE/JULY, 1971 


Barely Possible, a special report from 
the Middle East by Richard Hudson; 
interviews with Lebanese Prime Min- 
ister Saeb Salam, Jordanian Prime Min- 
ister Wasfi Tal, and Palestine Libera- 
tion Spokesman Zuhdi Tarazi. 


MARCH—The Coming Election in Viet- 
nam: Can “Big” Minh Oust Thieu?, 
by Michael Morrow; “As Long As 
Bunker Is In, Minh Is Out,” by 
Fred Branfman; U.S. Firm Building 
New “Tiger Cages,” by Don Luce; The 
United Nations as Scapegoat, by U 
Thant; Vietnam: “Winding Down” or 
“Winding Up”?, and Middle East Turn- 
ing Point, editorials; The Coming Revo- 
lution Against War, by David G. Hub- 
bard, M.D.; Another Path ‘Toward 
Middle East Peace: The Case For an 
Arms Embargo, by Hanna Newcombe. 


APRIL—The Developing World: Should 
We Give A Damn?, by Robert Hunter; 
The Job Shortage: A Growing Global 
Crisis, by Robert d’A. Shaw and Paul 
A. Laudicina; Free Trade By 2000 
A.D.?, by Richard Gardner; The Popu- 
lation Bomb: Can the U.N. De-fuse It?, 
by James Avery Joyce; The Great Soul- 
Search on Laos and Calley, and Dilem- 
mas on China, editorials; To Root 
Against Your Own Country, a guest 
editorial by Arthur Hoppe; Let’s Recog- 


nize Mainland China, by Sen. George 
McGovern; A Reply to Sen. McGovern, 
by Shu-kai Chow. 


MAY—The Case for a New Interna- 
tionalism, by Sen. J. William Fulbright; 
Fathoming Saigon Politics, an interview 
with Sens. Tran Quang Thuan and 
Ton That Niem; U.S. Casualties in 
Vietnam: Which Americans Are Dying?, 
by Robert E. Berney and Duane Leigh; 
Choice for Israel: A Settlement or Ter- 
ritory, and Bangla Desh and the World, 
editorials; Reviewing the Indochina 
Book Shelf, a review essay by Arthur J. 
Dommen; Time to Revitalize the World 
Court, by Rep. Paul Findley; The Mili- 
tary-Industrial Mythology, a review es- 
say by Walter Goldstein. 


JUNE/JULY—How Will the Vietnam 
War End?, by Peter Arnett; Facing the 
Global Environment Crisis, an inter- 
view with Maurice F. Strong; A Road 
From War in the Middle East, by Lord 
Caradon; Thieu in ’71, Nixon in ’72, 
Peace in ’77?, and Meanwhile, Back in 
Cambodia and Laos, editorials; Our 
Ignorance of Laos, a review essay by 
David Marr; Are Latin American Com- 
munists ‘Instruments of the Chinese’?, 
a review essay by James Petras; Living 
With Violence, a review essay by Ken- 
neth Boulding. 
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copies of the magazine are available, 
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Disarmament Committee, by Donald F. 
Keys; When World Youth Took Over 
the U.N., by Christine Donovan and 
Catherine Ursillo; The Scenario for the 
Beginning of the Final Crisis, editorial; 
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W. C. Morgan; Will Russia and China 
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Might Work,” an interview with Vu 
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The Why of War, by Ruth Jacobs; On 
“Imposing” Peace in the Middle East 
and Southeast Asia, editorial; The Mid- 
dle East: Old Myths and New Realities, 
by Sen. J. William Fulbright. 


NOVEMBER—Nuremberg and _ Viet- 
nam: Who Is Responsible for War 
Crimes?, by Telford Taylor; A Tale of 
False Expectations, a review essay by Roy 
Bennett; Nixon, the Viet Cong and the 
“Third Force,” editorial; Divide Pale- 
stine, Or Continue War, a conversation 
with Paul Jacobs; “Doing” the United 
Nations, by Richard Hudson. 


DECEMBER—Who Is Making USS. 
Foreign Policy: The “New” or the 
“Old” Nixon?, by James Deakin; A 
Plan for Middle East Peace, by Lord 
Caradon; Peking and Universality in 
the U.N., editorial; Ireland: An Island 
Ripe for Reconciliation, by Donald 
Grant; Why Not World Government?, 
by Mark Van Doren; Five Centuries of 
Angry Artists, a review essay by Dana 
Collins Atkinson. 


JANUARY—What Should Kids Be 
Taught About Peace and War?, a sym- 
posium with James Becker, Robert Free- 
man, William Nesbitt, Betty Reardon 
and John Niemeyer; U.N. Takes Action 
to Protect the Sea, “The Last Frontier,” 
by Clark Eichelberger; SALT Must 
Stop the Technological Race Toward 
Disaster, a guest editorial by Bernard 
T. Feld; Micronesia’s Dilemma: U.S. 
Strategy vs. Self-Determination, by Stan- 
ley de Smith; Will Lin Piao Succeed 
Mao Tse-tung?, a review essay by O. 
Edmund Clubb; Vietnamese Tell Their 
Own Stories, a review essay by Don 
Luce. 

FEBRUARY—Peace is 


Just, Maybe, 
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Barely Possible, a special report from 
the Middle East by Richard Hudson; 
interviews with Lebanese Prime Min- 
ister Saeb Salam, Jordanian Prime Min- 
ister Wasfi Tal, and Palestine Libera- 
tion Spokesman Zuhdi Tarazi. 


MARCH—The Coming Election in Viet- 
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APRIL—The Developing World: Should 
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Against Your Own Country, a guest 
editorial by Arthur Hoppe; Let’s Recog- 


nize Mainland China, by Sen. George 
McGovern; A Reply to Sen. McGovern, 
by Shu-kai Chow. 
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example, after pointing out that 
Stalin’s early ambivalence might well 
have been caused by the conflict be- 
tween a rigid ideology and the need 
for a more flexible real politik, Stoes- 
singer considers American policy 
thus: 


It is tempting to explain Ameri- 
can policy toward the Soviet 
Union . . . purely in terms of re- 
action to the ideologically condi- 
tioned expansionary moves of the 
Soviet Union. Yet here again we 
must beware of the pitfall of the 
single factor analysis. . . . It is quite 
clear, for example, that World 
War II had broadened the United 
States’ definition of its strategic 
interests. . . . The entire North 
Atlantic from the Azores to Ice- 
land and Greenland had come 
within the sphere of American in- 
fluence. . . . The Pacific was trans- 
formed into an American lake. . . . 
World War II had created several 
power vacuums that the United 
States had decided to fill long be- 
fore the Cold War actually crystal- 
ized. 


One will not agree with every ob- 
servation that Stoessinger makes, but 
his originality and objectivity make 
this book well worth reading. 

Roy BENNETT 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 





Sovereignty or Cooperation in the U.N.? 


To the Editor: 


At a time when there are strong indications that the United Nations is about 
to move in new directions, it is imperative for those concerned with the organiza- 
tion’s future to keep in focus the basic issues that must be overcome if it is to 
fulfill its global mission, and the basic remedies which must be applied if it is to 


remain viable. 

It is obvious that War/Peace Report 
Editor Richard Hudson is a very con- 
cerned gentleman who desires to share 
in this intellectual task. His article, 
“Catch-22 in the United Nations” 
(October issue), is tangible evidence of 
this. While no one will dispute the 
accuracy of his diagnosis, there are very 
serious questions as to whether the pa- 
tient is in a position to accept any of 
his remedies at this time. There is, after 
all, a limit as to how much change an 
institution can absorb at any given time 
without encouraging some kind of 
breakdown. Whether the United Na- 
tions is close to that critical limit is 
very problematic. 

What has to be recognized is that the 
growth process of the United Nations is 
a very delicate and complex process 
that cannot be forced without serious 
risks, some of which could even be 


fatal. Advocates of reform must, there- 
fore, be aware of trends, both negative 





WPR Index: Aug./Sept., 1971-Dec., 1971 


The following articles appeared in 
War/Peace Report from August/Sep- 
tember, 1971, to December, 1971. (Back 
copies of the magazine are available, 
60 cents each.) 


AUGUST /SEPTEMBER-A Little Arms 
Control Can Be a Dangerous Thing, by 
Herbert F. York; Heading Off a New 
Arms Race: Let’s Try to Neutralize the 
Indian Ocean, by Howard Wriggins; 
What Will Be in Nixon’s Chinese For- 
tune Cookie?, and Bangla Desh and 
Kashmir, editorials; Arabs and Jews in 
Palestine: Alternatives for Sovereignty, 
by Peretz Merhav; The Nazis Had Their 
Nuremberg; Americans Will Have Their 
—Election, by Fred Warner Neal; Be- 
ware of Fallout—and the A.E.C., by 
Donald F. Keys. 


OCTOBER—China’s Welcome at the 
U.N.: Exuberant Today, Sour Tomor- 
row?, by Louis Halasz; Let’s Make Na- 
tional Power the Basis of U.N. Voting, 
by Norman Alcock; Catch-22 in the 
United Nations, by Richard Hudson; 
It’s Time for a World Currency, by 
Byron Johnson; Mediation: The For- 
gotten Approach to Peacemaking, by 
William B. Lloyd; The U Thant Years 
—and What Next?, and A Tinderbox 
Survey, editorials; The Disarmament 
Talks: Last Chance for U.S.-Soviet Pact, 
by Donald F. Keys; Repercussions From 


East Pakistan, by Homer A. Jack; The 
Distorted War in Laos, by D. E. Ronk. 


NOVEMBER-Salinity and Serenity: A 
Plan for the Palestinians, by Roy L. 
Prosterman and Charles A. Taylor; The 
Role of the Secretary General: A 
“Thrilling” and “Frustrating” Job, by 
U Thant; Building a Regime for the 
Sea: Moving into Deep Water, by Carol 
Lawson; Vietnam: The “Election” Is 
Over—Now What?, editorial; Peace Ed- 
ucation Is Alive—But Unsure of Itself, 
by A. Michael Washburn; In the Aims 
Race, U.S. Led the Way, by Donald F. 
Keys. 


DECEMBER—The Final Chapter in 
Vietnam: A Political or Military De- 
nouement?, an interview with Wilfred 
Burchett and Peter Arnett; The Ex- 
pulsion of the I.V.S.—Another Casualty 
of the Vietnam War, by Hugh I. 
Manke; Indonesia: The Sick Man of 
Southeast Asia Revives, by R. E. Stan- 
nard Jr.; The Asian Subcontinent: 
Diplomacy Ends, War Begins; China: 
Who’s Singing a Duet With Whom?, 
and A Tenth of a Loaf, editorials; 
Whose Lake Is the Mediterranean?, by 
Aaron Segal; Progress Report on Stock- 
holm ’72: Ecology Action Gaining 
Momentum, by Carol Lawson; The Key 
Role of the Palestinians, a review essay 
by Don Peretz. 





DECEMBER, 1971 





and positive, and devise ways of work- 
ing with these, always maintaining a 
balance of survival of the organization 
on the one hand, and its capacity for 
action on the other. It is always easy to 
identify what is desirable, but why is 
there so much resistance to accepting 
what is possible? 

No one will disagree with Mr. Hud- 
son that a substantial transfer of sov- 
ereignty to the United Nations would 
provide an infusion of energy and au- 
thority that would make for a more 
vigorous and dynamic United Nations. 
But first, how much sovereignty should 
be transferred and who is to decide this? 
How would the transfer be accom- 
plished? Would the “more sovereign 
states” be expected to yield more sov- 
ereignty as the more economically ad- 
vanced states are encouraged to make a 
greater contribution to the United Na- 
tions budget? Or would there be an 
equal distribution of sovereign assess- 
ment whereby each member would be 
obliged to yield equally of its sover- 
eignty? And what type of structural ar- 
rangement would Mr. Hudson propose 
as the repository of this newly trans- 
ferred sovereignty? 

To transfer sovereignty may be be- 
ginning at the wrong point. Not much 
is gained by citing, as some do, the 
American experience whereby the fed- 
eral structure seemed to succeed where 
a confederation might not have. That 
analogy fails to take account of the 
Civil War and the victorious national 
government which emerged. The U.N. 
grew out of a coalition of victorious 
allies each committed to the defense and 
preservation of its own sovereignty. 

The United Nations was designed to 
reflect this international reality. The 
basic principles of operation were to be 
consultation, consensus and _ coopera- 
tion. These principles remain as valid 
today as they were in 1945. The nation 
state remains the basis of the United 
Nations system. Sovereignty is the es- 
sential character of the state system. To 
tamper with the fact of sovereignty 
would be to alter the nature of the 
state system. And to alter the character 
of the state system would be to trans- 
form the nature of the United Nations. 
What does Mr. Hudson propose to put 
in its place? 

If the state structure survives, as it 
most probably will, then cooperation 
would appear to be the best guarantee 
for peace. What the United Nations 
must do is to demonstrate the utility 
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